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. All through the charge the Court

. With few exceptions he referred

‘HE OPENING TO-DAY.
n to-day.

“something to abate the feverishness o
“Mr. Osborne arose to resume his bitter
‘was not that sense of expectancy that

 Bvery member of the jury was in
beginning the proceedings. Twe
ymen. The diamonds in the shirt

.\  Women were in the rush—nolsy, persistent and Irrepressible.
erowd was not as big as yesterday, but it was just as hysterical.
Possibly the shock of ex-Gov. Black’s arralgnment of Cornish had done

ny as to the similarity of the admitted specimens of the Molineux
and those on the polson packege must be considered.

referred to the defendant as ‘‘Mister”

to Harry Cornish as ‘“that man Cor-

There was a rush of many feet when the big door of the room in which
‘ outoﬂul fight for the life of Roland B. Molineux is raging was thrown

The

f interest, but it was plain that when
arraignment of Molineux to-day there
marked the proceedings of vesterday.

" .'Thosé In the court rather assumed the critical than the view of the mere

YMEN LOOKED REFRESHED.

his seat ten minutes before the time
lve cheerful, relieved men were the
front of No. 6 and the scarf of No. b

_glittered like searchlights, while No. 11 and No. 12 were deep In a discus-
e‘ oh of the handwriting epecimens.

¥ The invariably punctual Justice Lambert took his seat on time to the

flie right proscenium box.

[T

tle surrounding the arrival of the
' guiry, half of apprehension, at the pr

| N
DIFFERENCE OF PLEAD

knowing the case wel

o

nute, after saluting his wife, who wias seated in what has been termed

‘Mr. Osborne, with his hair combed, his face composed and his eyes| 3,
‘and snappy, was in his place ready, even eager, to plunge Into the
rt of lotting go of the flood of fact and circumstance that he has ac- ®
SRR ted concerning this case since the first indictment of Roland B.
*‘Molineux.
i Molineux was pale and weary-looking as he came into court during the

Court. He shot a glance half of In-
osecutor. Well did he know the or-

’lnl ahead of him, for before, on occasions, has he heard Mr. Osborne tell| $é0$@PIGEDE GO
'éf what he knows of the dth of Mrs. Kate Adams and the events leading

~ up to that tragedy.

ERS.

4 Certainly a difference must be expected between the case outlined by

"the defense and the case outlined by the prosecution when both go before ||
the jury, but a difference so pronounced as that between the Osborne and

" ‘Black presentations of the Molineux case is not often encountered.

ae ocasional mention of familiar names, it would be |say the address was

1 to realize that Osborne was talking

hing In the remotest way connected with what Gov. Black dence of these witnesses Is but a mere
The difference was s0 plain, so glaring, 88| that these men who had had business

. SET-BACK FOR MR. WEEKS.

-4 In fact so plain did it become that there were scores of points in the
that Gov. Black Wad falled to touch upon that the defense became | ture only. It Is suggested that all they

“agitated. Mr. Weeks ventured to Interrupt when the prosecutor spoke of

the fact that a store in Newark kept the bine interlaced crescent paper and

*  “No, no,” interposed Gov. Black.

_ that Hermann & Co. had an account at this store. Mr. Weeks sald there [the polson package.
""ﬂu no proof. Mr. Oshorne turned around with a spring like the spring of

i Bt

“Do you deny it?" he asked in a voice that suggested fce.

“No, no."

.. Again did the defense show signs of exasperation when Mr. Osborne

ineux when she was Bianche Chesebrc
At was brought out on Molinenx's

_wharge of this trial.

i “made the assertion that Barnet had paid attentions to the present Mrs. Mol-

»ugh. Gov. Black objected, although
crosg-examination. The Judge sus-

_tained the objection and made the first inexplicable ruling eince he took

*BARNET TRAGEDY DWELT UPON.

Mr. Osborne went at him rough-shod and compelled the admission of
“the statements he was prepared to make about the Barnet Jetters. The

Lourt, cornered, said he simply wished to remind the prosecutor of the limita-
- tions put on the admission of the Barnet testimony by the Court of Appeals,
Il:t the unabashed Osborne went right along and did just what he set out | to th
~ to do.

- JUDGE LAMBERT’S CLEAR
CHARGE TO THE JURY.

~ Justice Lambert began his address im-.,

" mediately after recess, He sald, s:nnd-g
ing up:

“Gentiemen of the jury, Katherine J. |
Adams died on the twenty-elghth day
‘of December, 1898, and the de!endant|

B ‘;_h‘ charged by the people with being re-

- gponsible for her death, The defendant
has been indicted for murder in the first |
degree. He may be convicted for mur-
er in the second degree if the evidence
‘warrants.
"I belleve I am required by the law
‘%o say that If in your judgment the
ease is not brought within the scope of
murder io the first or second degree
of man-
Slaughter In the first or the second
“Murder in the first degree is killing
% human being with Intent, with de-

" “First from a deliberate and premed-
tated design to effect the death of the
" Person Iniended to be killed or of an-

whether there was premeditation to
1 the person intended or another.

**Po constitute murder In the second
every element that Is in the
first degree, except deliberation, must

into this to instigata the degree
the offense. and sudden
be considered.

emotion

' Degreées of Mansluughter.

rﬂ“l'nllnulbler in the first degree is
w _the person doeg not mean to kill,
ughter in the second degree may
any act that does not contemplate

ndant Is gullty of any crime he
y of murder In the first degree,
.defendant, so far as he has
through his attorneye, does not
¥ position o nthe kind of charge
‘Blm. But you must take Into
. the four degrees of murder, and
are to determine whether, if he is
his offense falls under the first
pegond murder class, or first or sec-
u“*‘- slanghter class of homiclde.
8r the statute the defendant is
3 10 be Innocent at the begin-
’“"’*’ 4 or up to the close of
VA til b gully is estrliished
peasonable doubt.
of doubt never shifts
phecution. That is a safe-
Doubt.
i« to dmpart
KY inition of

o ¢

able doubt. If the evidence falls to dis-
<close the gullt of the defendant beyond

‘ a n-u.wrwnlo doubt, he should be ac-|experts have given as their opinion that

qQuitted,

‘“T'o properly apply this rule it s es-
sential that you gentlemen comprehend
the meaning of reasonable doubt. 1
have prepared a definition of rhy own
which I shall charge you as the law.

“The reasonable daubt ghould be ac-
tual and substantial and not be mere
speculation. It Is a condition of mind
which, after carfeul conelderation of the
evidence in the case, Is not sustained by
A moral convietion that the defendant
is gullty.

“So I may say to you to meet the re-
quirements of the law the evidence
need not be so strong as to exclude all
possibility of guilt. It wants to be suf-
ficlently strong to establish his gullt to
a moral certainty. If the evidence is
such as (o establish his gullt to a moral
certainty, then you are warranted in
finding the defendant gujlty.

“I ask you in the discharge of your
duties that you bear In mind the rule
as it has been stated and applied to
the evidence, >

The People's Case,

“The theory of the people to con-
nect the defendant with this erime 18
that he procured a bottle and a box

and envelope containing the business
card of Tiffany & Co. printed upon
theen.

"“That he obtaired a small blue bottle
not used as a bromo seltzer bottle, and
caused to be put in it cyanide of mer-
vury, sealed It, placed the cork in it,
put it in a package +== addressed it to
Harry 8. Cornish, at the Knickerbocker

Athletic Club, Forty-fourth street and
Madison avenue, and that he placed It

in the General Post-Office’on Dec.
1898, and that Cornlsh on (Dec 4 l?::
celved It. That on the 2th he took it

to the home of Mrs, Adams and th
Dec. 28 he (Cornish) fixed a dns.a .oltnli:
for Mrs., Adams and it Mtlled her.

Polints for Molineux.

“L have sald it Is essentlal e
people establish these faots I‘I:“tr:l};r
to convict him of any critne, No one
saw the defendant procure either of
these. No one saw him address, scal
or demosit the package or do any one
of the things charged agalust him. The
defendant has entered a plea of not
gullty. You are to determine whether
the people have established the neces-
m:.iry connection to conviet him of this
erime.

“The lmportant question or o} -
stances for the People to conne:twtme
defendant with the crime is the direct-
Ing of this package. It Is claimed hy
the People that the defendant wrote the
superscription on the package, and they
support the theory by experts, bu:&eu
and persons’' who know his writing,

The One Chance to Comviet.

It 18 ohe of char,
that the d ¢
%Jg“nﬁ&th

against him
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lished the defendant cannot be convicted
of any crime.

'S80 you will observe that that |s the
central question for Inquiry by you
The defendant denles that It {8 his writ-
ing or that he s Its author. Conse-
t’u;nlly the people are required to estab-

8 .

that fact,
“Flrst take up the
bankers have testified
fendant ho# accounts
They know his wrlliuf.

n

witneszes, two
that the de-
at thelr bank.

they said. They
the defendant's

handwriting. 1

““The defendant contends that the evi-

opinion and it i{s claimed by the people

be
fdentity

relatlons with the defendant would
the ones above all others to
this man's handwriting.

“It Is suggested for the defepdant
that their evidence Is but opinion and
based on thelr having seen his signa-

have to determine the question fs the
mental photograph of his signature, and
that this 1s not sufficlent to show his
authorship of another man's name on

They Testify Against Him.

“Then you have the evidence of the
six bankers outside and the four men
from the club who know his handwrit-
Ing, 'They saw him eign checks and
aother documents of the club. They de-
clare that the poison parkage wis In
his handwriting.

‘It Is the contention of the defendant,
an | have maikd, that they rely upon the
mere memtal photograph of the defend-
ant as they remember (t. The defendant
declares that this Is nothing but the
opinion of these persons and counts for
nothing.

Teatimony to Prove Gullt,

‘‘Then you have the six banker:, not
acquainted with his handwritlug, bhut
whose famillarity with handwritin
gave them extraordinary <kill in read-
Ing handwriting. They say the poison
package addreas was by thls dofendant,
‘““Then there are the experts, the sixty-
odd speciments of writing were glven
em,
““The Barnet letters cannot be con-
sidered by you unless you decide that
they are in the writing of the defendant,
If vou so decide, on the opinion of
these experts and others, then you are
to use these Barnet letters for compari-
son In making ur ﬁour verdlet as to
the authorship of the addresas on the
package.
“That is the first question you are to
determine—~determine If the people have
proved that the Barnet letters are In the
handwriting of the defendant. If they
are, then you take the Cornish letters
and the others and the conceded writ-
ings of the defendant, The bankers and

the defendant wrote the address on the
polson package. They have given you
many reasons for their bellef, 1 shall
not enumerate them, but when you de-
liberate the question you will recall
these reasons, and I may say you will
g0 over them carefully.

Five Swore He Didn’t Write It.

“On the part of the defendant he de-
nies that the address Is in his hand-
writing. To support this contention and
to overgome the People's case, he has
produced five witnesses who were
frlends of his, or acquaintances, mem-
bers of tha Knickerbooker or New York
Athletic Clubs. They teatified that thew
were famillar with his writing, and they
sald this address on the package was
not written by this defendant.

““He has also presented six bankers,
none of whom know him or his hand-
writing. and from the defendant's ocon-
coded hnndwﬂung. the Barnet and
Cornish letters, they gnve It as their
opinfon that the defendant did not wr’le
the address on the potson package. He
also brought four experts to tell you
that, In their opindon, the defendant
did not write the podson adch;oa,
‘I shall not go over the nts
made to prove that eontention.

burden falls upon you,

they
That

May Ignore Experts,

“You are not required to he controlled
by the expert evidence except that it ls
to gulde you, The same number of wits
nesses have been sworn by elther alde
each aMrming and the other denying.
You will see now that the evidence
balances itself so far as the experts are
concerned.

“DIid_he procure the bHhlua bottle of
bromo? There s no direct evidence
that he did, The defendant denles it,
That is the only evideice except what is
attempted to be Inferrcd, It is claimed
by the peopla that it was bouxht by
the defendant and that the poison was
In the bottle when it was recelved by
Cornish at the club,

“d he procure the sllver bettle-
halder? It i= alleged by the people that
the person who sent the polson pack-

procured the envelope, the box,
(#Y:hrono saltzer bottle and the hottle-
hoider.
Favvell’sa Testimony.

By the evidence of Farrell, between
230 and 3. on Dec. 31, he met the de-
fendant three-quarters of a mile from

artdegen's store, where the bhottle-

older was purchased, It was on Dec.

t the bottle-holder was purchased.
n--i’l‘u. med by tha people that Her-
mann i Co.,, for whom the de-
fendant worked, had an account at

artdegen's; that he had fri In
uo store: that he was In the habit of
ng there, arrell testified L?‘ul he
aw the defendant ing along Market

street; that he saw him later and spoke
to him of the cage, The defense claims
that Farrell sald to Molineux that he
could cul‘l“gn hltmhln nwelrl;dtha! th;’de.
fendant not have or a Van-
dyke beard on the day ’w saw hm near

ple that at

‘s ptore,
*{?ﬂ.allmd Sy the
bought

COURT OFFICERS BRINGING IN LUNCH -
TO WOMEN AT THE MOLINEUX TRIAL.
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been when Farrell hat met him and

was on his wedding tour, =0 that you

might infer from that that the de-
fendant tod a falsehood abtout his
whereabouts on that day.

A Point for Melineux.

“This (s the explanation of the de-
fense, and this Incident depends upon
a clroumstance I come to now. Has the
People proved that the defendant ever
had the holder? The facts must be
roved before a conviction can be had.
Miss Miller testified that on the affer-
noon of Dec, 21, IS8, a man came to the
Hartdegen's store and bought a bottle
holder, He wore a red Van Dyke beard,
"“8h. swears positively as to the time
and !h:n.llu- man had a red Van Dyke
beard. Now, If her testimony is reliable
thit ends that,

“It 18 also claimed by the defendant
who also produces one Huff, who
swears that an Dec, 21, 1898, he went
Into  Hartdegen's store, A person

rusbed by, coming In contact with him.
He sald to Miss Miller that he wanted
a silver bottle holder to match sllver-
ware on 1 lady's dresser,

“He sald the man was 5 feet 9
Inches high and had a red beard, and
that his attentlon was called to him by

the fact that the man rushed past,
and took his (the witness's) turn In
the store. He had a good picture of

him, for this reason, and he swore that
the defendant was not the man.

“It 1s contended by the People that
the story of Huff i not reasonable,
They say It is Improbable that the
risoner would rush in and say in a
oud tone that he wanted to buy this
bottle-holder for a lady.

“On the part of the defendant it |s
clalmed thal whether Improbable or not,
he Is corroborated by Miss Miller In
&0 much that both describe the same
man with the red beard, and, that you
therefore cannot cast [t gne slde as
Immaterial.

The Boy Who Tied it up.

“It Is also claimed for the people, by
the testimony of Ehrhart, that he
rolled ap the package In the store and
that the sale occurred between 1 and
2 o'chock. This Is a circumstance you
must take Into account. It Is sald by
the defense that the boy was a pollsher
In the back room and that his business
was not to wrap up packages, But
Miss Miller testified that the boy did
sometimes, In the rush of hollday busi-

ness, asgist In the front part of the
store,

“Salesmen In the store testified that
Erhard did not do up packages. .\llss]

Miller declared that at the time of the!
sale the electrie lighte were lighted, So
does Huff and two salesmen,

“And g0 the defendant malintains that
there can be no inference to be drawn?
by vou that the defendant bought this
bhottle-holder.

**As an abstract question 1 shall have |
to charge you that there is no direct
evidence that the defendant hought this'
bottle-holder. As to the other cireum-
stances supporting the claim of the
people that he did buy the hottle-
holder—that Is for you to determine.
‘“But in view of the clajlm made by the
people that weight must be glven to
other circumstances, 1 leave the point
for your conslderation.

The Cyanlde Testimony.

“The people say that cyanide of mer-
cury has no use in medicine, and that
for this reason It I8 rare. There may
be plenty ot ’:‘11\ they lny.mbul it Is not
common, ey i ot defendant
studied ohemlstry l.n”Nﬂw.Yorh. His
business required a knowledge of chem-
istry, and it is claimed that cyanide of
mercury Ig a product of gertain Ingredi-

nts used in the making of paint in the
%ow where thig defepdant worked,
S50 It |5 claimed on e part of the

ople that the defendant had the abil-
ty and was surrounded by the means
to produce cyanide of mercury, and
that these conditions were not appll-
caole to any one else In the case: tgut
he could produce it and was more likely
to proluce it.

"The defendant refutes the charge
that he made the cyanide of mercury;
that he did not know how to make It

and that he dld not know that the jn-
gredients In  his laboratory would
manufacture cvanide of mercury,

';O:hcrmm- on (t:w theor hthm Ee is
no e person who sent e gac age,
this is reasonable. But if you other

clreumstances showing that this gefend-
ant sent the package, then the claim of
the people 18 reasonable,

*You wlll aesign all these clrcum-
stances their proper place in your con-
sideration of the testimony, and bagse
your concluslions upon a sober review
of the facts with their relative merits
as circumstantial evidence,

“There are other clroumstances relled
upon by the peoijv to make you con-~
clude that the defendant Is guilty. It
{8 claimed that the defendant wad a
member of the Knickerbocker Athletic
Club until April 30, 1898, and a membor
of the House Committee; that Cornish
a in the ¢club as an employee, the
instructor of athletics, His posftion
was subordinite to the defendant; thnt
soon after thelr views claghed; tha
Cornish disrespected and disobeyed the
defendant on three occasfons,

The Row im the Claub,
"It s claimed by the people that
defendant waa not me'uoﬂ”vmﬂ
retention of Cornish
that he

-~

the
the
In the club and
took steps to have him

ed. & application was t looked
upon  wit favor the verning
Roard, Mr. Uy dis-
obeyed  this endant's rs i the
matter of a horizontal bar, and there
o secure the dis

this time it had been pul

that the man who h

holder had worn a red beard.
“On Jap. 17 11

an
that bottla !

his was not suc-

that he sald that he had been atl
lr;mr»hmm with Hermann, one of the
rm.

“It I8 clalmed on the part of the
people that at that time Mr. Hermann

i .
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the mind of the defendant ‘until he
rached the mental status that.he de-
manded that Cornish must be dis-
charged or he (the defendent) would re-
slgn, and he did resign.

“You wlll remember that when he dld
resign he met Cornish, that Cornish
used a vile name and sald. ‘You didn't
do It, did you?' and that the defendant
sitld, ‘No, you win.’

“It Is clalmed by the defendant that
hig troubles with Cornish were only the
ordinary troubles that exist in a club
of that nature and there was not suffi-
clent motive In his feeling toward Cor-
lnllr’h to prompt him to take a human

e,

The Chance of Acyuittal.

\

“That s teft for vou to determine.
Thig Is all the motive the people have
to show. If It is not adequate the de-
fendant should be acquitted.

“It 18 cialmed that he entertained a
spirit of hostllity eufficlent to resign,
and that It continued to rankle in his
bosom.,

“In he fall of 1898, it Is =ald, he came

case. 1 leave them to you to consider
Aand to give them due welght.

‘‘One word on_the legal }ﬂoct oi‘t‘hue
various clrcumstances. If you leve
the various statements of many wit-
nesses vou will conciude that Mrs. Ad-
ams dled of cyanide of mercury pol-
soning. That true, we come back to
this: Is Molineux gullty of the crime?
§° reach that point you must ask, ‘Did

olineux write the address on the
package? .

“There I8 no direct evidence. No one
saw him buy the bottle or bottie-holder;
no one saw him direct the polson patk-
age; no one saw him mail It. 8o that
You can depend only on clrcumstances.
If the clrcumstances are inconsistent
‘with gullt you annot convict the de-
fendant. The clrcumstances must be
consistent with guilt beyond a reasona-
ble doubt.

“If they've done that, It would be
all that Is required. If they have falled,
the verdict must be for the defendant.
I've sald all P desire to say on this
branch of. the case. You must remember
all the evidence to determine the prob-
abilitles. You are the sole judges of the
facts. The law makes you so. The law
guards the rights of the defendant by
making me Instruct you concerning
reasonable doubts. J have done so. I
do not expect to say more to you on
this hranch of the case.

The Suspliefon on Copnish,

“There Is another branch of this case.
Counsel have pssumed that Mrs. Adams
dled on Dec. 8, 1888, from polson given
her through the mechanical ald of Corn-
ish. The defendant has the right to
point qut the murdater if he knows him,

“If the defendant can point to another
with sufficlent force of evidence to Create
a‘doubt that is his right, apd he does
not have to compel the people to prove

“The defense says Cornish had a
purpose al! the way through, He elther

id or did not mix apother dose. If
l4§md it has not been proved, If he
’l the question of gullt,
this issue save

tion as it
the polson -

track
+ "I shall not discuss
In one phase of the
plies to the malling
age.

The Mailing of the Polson.

‘““The positive evidence in the case Is
that the people claim that Molineux
was In the nelghborhood of the Post-
Office on Dec. 23, 1808, at the time the
polson package was malled, between 2
and 5 P, M, If It was mailed before 2
at would have bheen recelved at the club
that night, according to the defendant.

‘““There Is no evidence of the receipt of
the mall at the club. It was taken, the
first we know of It, by Cornish from a
drawer on the morning of Dec. 24, I
this professor at Columbla is to be be-
lieved, It |5 certain that this defendant
was not neéar the Post-Office between 12
ahd 5 o'clock; that he was at Columbla
Unlversity with Vulte all the afternoon;
and If thls testimony is credlble, it is
P!u!n that this defendant could not have
ween the man who malled tHe poison
package at the Post-Office,

‘“It is claimed by the defense that
Cornish was near the Post-Office. They
produce Mrs, Stephenson, and she says
Cornich {s the man she saw mall the
golnon package and that he had on a
rown overcoat.

“If her statement {s true that ends

Into contact with one Helles, He says
that the defendant asked him if he
could not find out where Harpster !mx\’
worked before coming to the club. He
testified that this defendant satd Harp-
ster and Cornish had formed a low com-
binatlion to get him out of the club. l

‘““He wanted Helles to get a letter, |
according to the people, from the firm
that employed Harpster, so that it might
be used with his present employers. It
also appears that on Dec, 7, twenty-one
days before, he wrote a letter to Schef-
fler, enclosing a letter written hy Corn-
Ish reflecting on Mr. Weeks, He stated
that he would like to have his friends
look Into this letter, and asked them
what they thought of it. This by itself
means nothing. It has to be supported
by other circumstances. There is no
harm In that except the fact that the
defendant wrote the letter,

$ Establishes a Motive,

fBut the people point to that letter
as showing the feeling of Molineux;
that the animosity shown by him Is
sufficient to show a motive; that it did
grow till the murderous design was
formed to send the package of polson.

“You are to falrly consider this evi-
dence, Before vou take thls man's life
you are to find a motive for his crime,
and to find no reasonable doubt. You
are men of sense; you have had ex-
perience In the world; you know how
to judge the motives and conduct of
men.  With this evidence before you,
vou are to determine whether the feel-
ing this defendant had toward Cornish
was sufficlently bitter to prompt him to
murder,

The Private Letter-Boxes,

“There is another circumstance. It
Is alleged on the part of the people that

the defendant concelved the Idea of
hiring a private letter-box at No, 1620
Broadway In December, 1893, and that

he then began corresponding with med-
leal firms in Cornlgh's pame, It I8
claimed that that iIndicates the things
(h'.nlwere operating on the defendant's
mind.

“For the purpose of proving that
they put Koch on the stand. He says
that in July or August he sent the de-|
fendant a clreular letter that he had!
A post-office box to rent. The defendant |
denies that he recelved It, There Is no |
proof that he dld recelve [t. T%e people !
clalm that it is falr to assume (hat he
recelved it ‘because of the incidents,
that followed. The people have a right
to make that claim,

The Cornish Letters.

‘It Is clalmed that between Dec. 12
and 15, 1898, the dofendant called upon
Koch with regard to renting a box.
Koch says that later some one rented
the box for which the defendant nego-
tlated and that somebody recelved mall
addressed to H. Cornish. The people
claim that this defendant rented the
box and that he wrote three letters that
roduced the replies that came through
his box. The people assert that tio
defendant wrote the letters in the name
of Cornish as an act of hostility to him.

“It Is Important as bearing on the
handwriting of the defendant. Koch
says the defendant hired the hox. The
people clalm that these latters written
in the name of Cornish on biue paper,
and it ls admitted by the defendant that
he had a sheet of the blue.paper and on
It wrote the Burns letter. So that the
peaple clalm that the natural inferenco
is that the defendant was the eman who
hired the letter-box from Koch in the
name of Cornish.

Deunial of Kooh’s Story.

“The defendant denles the story of
Koch, who now testifies that Molineux
is the m':’n who repted the box. Before
the defendant was arrested or suspicion
pointed to him as the murderer of Mrs.
Adamg & detoctf\'c called on Kooh,
He says Moch told him he could not
recall ’:lhe looks of blhu‘ mk:m who eallad
upon him to see out t box. 8o the
| defenae ways f(o:h aid rfot recwn‘\u
Molineux. :

“Tenry, a reporter, was famillar with
Koch In connection with this case, and
he saw Koch on Bec 29, 1888, an
often later. Koch, after obhgerving Mol-
Ineux for two days, sald to Terry that
&e could not recognize Molineux, This
was at the Inquest, witness Terry says.

““If that's true, what
Koch Is not worthy of belle
whho' is telling

f. It Is for

the truth,

appears from cross-examination
that he sold his story tc a newspaper for

QGertiemen, before the law s o
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Terry says, then |ay:

The pa refused to »
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this case. You investigate it, Her state-
ment is important,

Attacks Cornish,

!“The defendant clalms that Mr. Corn-
ish was within 200 opr 3% feet of the
Post-Office that afternoon, Iin the office
of Mr. Sullivan, There are witnesses
who say Cornish was there up ‘til! §
o'clock or even fater. Here you have a
flat contradiction of the testimony of
lh:le men with that of Mrs. Stephen-
S0

“You see there is a sh conflict
there, Were these meh mistaken? The

thit +he other is gullty,.

"!sm mot gol h the claims
made here pointing Cornish, It
Is sufficlent to say ‘that the defense (..
ulyl ere is a m a for the come~
mission of the crime by Cornish.

>
He deviated from his natural eharac-
teristics to disguise his handwriting.

else was it? Roland B. Molineux,
“Cornish  wouidn't write It, Why
ild he? He knew all about Harpaster.

o8

"Fullney of a Compnari

“At the same time Gov. Black told
you that handwriti is allke because
all men are alike. All men, Indeed, are
alike, because men are not like horses.
Gov. ck did not belleve that when
he said it. He mald a little later in his

roration that if Cornish’'s handwriting

seen at the club every mau
there would ve recognlua tt. Why,
the characteristica of hand-writing are
the very means by which milions of
dollaras worth of business is transacted
eve day. If a man's handwriting
caufx not be identified absolutely what
wouwld become of all the vast bank
system? Men are paid as tellers be-
cause they can be depended upon to
know whether a signature:is true or not,

“How could that system of recognizing
a man's handwriting under all sorts
of conditions be adopted unless it was
sure. ;

“Take the Bertillon system. It takes
in nineteen measurements. he has
those nineteen measurements he is the
man. Those nineteen do not inelude
anything that he can lay aslide.
doesn’t take Into the comparison any-
thing that can be dropped, such as a
coat or a hat. Gov. Black talked about
the man minus the little finger. & ad-
it that there Is a difference between
a man sitting down and a man standing
up. The man sitting down Is the same
man standing up with a brown overcoat,
The difference is not essential. There
is a difference. I say agaln, but it Is
not essentlal. The same with the hand-
writing.

Melineux’s Hnndwrlt‘n'.

“The polson package handwriting was
by the defendant and in a dlsguise.

1 1 to the honor of every man
on the jury if he heard any witness for
the defense that pointed out that ab-
sent little finger In this handwriting.
e is no contradiction about that
bandwriting. When I assume that the
nandwriting was disguised I base that
assumption on_ the testimony of wit-
The idea of a banker saying
riting was hot the same as

because it was written with
a backward slant. How absurd in &
O Tiiae h 1 Ty e ican be
of writing the things can
gon?"by one who tries to disguise 2
an

“Now, gentlemén, we have nét only
found t&t the defendant is the man who
had the motive, who bought the bottle-
holder and who wrote the address on
the polwn”:nkm. On the 21st of De-
cember, 1808, we find Molipeux—remem-
ber the day-—in Newark, met by Farrell
near Hartdegen's stora. On that day
a man who hated Cornish went to No.
1620 Broadway and hired a letter<box
in Cornish's name and wrote for d.ru’-n
On that day the defendant wrote for
the bromo seltzer.

A Question of Probability.

“Is It not lmprobable that two men
could break out on the same day with
acts of hostllity agalinst Cornish? Is
it llkely? No, I .s;. no. Molineux,
with all the secrecy, bought the bottle-
holdér and hired the letter-box at
1620 Broadway on the same day.
was charaoteristie of a polsoner, secrecy
everywhere—behind xour back.

““This hostility broke out on the same
day that the bottle-holder was bought.
That afternoon, at No. 1620 Broadway, a
letter-box was bought in the name of
Cornish. Wouldn't you feel the hostility
that led a man to write for remedies
in your name? Wouldn't you think that
man was hostlle to you? Of course you
would. The man who knew Cornish
was going to dle, who had Issued his
death warrant, was safe in u-ln% his
name. If Cornish was doomed by a
man that man could safely use his name
for dead men tell no tales. Cornish, if
he hl(‘idh‘ake?lltdh" full doa‘e of g)lm:l;!e.
wou ave no er to punish for
the mistreatment. 1mesumonv is that
the same hand that wrote the Cornish
letters wrote the address on the poison
package, r

“One of the absurdities of the de-
fense's argument is this: Gov, Black
says there are 48,000 sheets of this egg-

been

defdndant claims they were mistaken.
There are physical reasons to believe
they were mistaken. Mrs. Stepheneon
says Cornish had on a brawn overcoat."
He sald he did not have a brown over-
coat and then he admitted he did have
one. Now, it turns out that at a orfmerl
trial Clornlsh sald that he did have a
brown overcoat and pointed to it, but
Snm that he did mot have It on that
ay.

‘Now, mentlemen, take this case and
give It fair consideration, and after yon
have studied the evidence Flva your
verdict In accordance with it

When Justice Lambert had conclued
Mr. Oshoarre arose and satd: N

Setbacks for Osborne.

“I as'@ Your Honor to charge the
jury that there is no evidence to show
,w«hlt time the polson package reached
the club."”

‘“That !s for the ih.u'y to _remember

and defermine,” replird the Judge.
“T ask Your Honor," said Mr. Osborne
again, "to charge that the o'alm of the
prosecution is that the defendant pro-
cured the bottle holder elther through
himeelf or some one else." .

“If vou so determine ' sald the Jus-
tice, “you muet find the other person
and determine that It was procured at
the Instance of the defendant.”

“1 ask that your Honor charge the
jury that there was no evidence of en-
in the mind of Cornish toward
the dead woman?"' /

I refuse to do that,
determine,"””

There was some argument then over
the exhibits that were to be given into

the power of the jury.
thought to submit

The jﬁry must

y

Gov. Black sald he
the exhibits would be to unduly and im-
properly magnify the importance of the
testimony of the éexperts,

Diatrict-Attorney Jerome was about to
argue the matter when the Judge rald:

“You do not want them to go before
theNiury. Gov. Black?" .

“UNO.

“Then they will not go."

With that Justice Lambert swept
some papers off his desk and signified
that the jury was to sent away.
This was at 3.20 o'clock.

e D e

OSBORNE'S ATTACK
ON MOLINEUX.

Quickly after Mr, Osborne resumed hjs
address for the prosecution In the
Mo'ineux tral to-day he said:

‘“Mr. Black made an error yesterday
In his speech. He sald no witness testl-
fled that the handwriting specimens
were In disguise. Mr. Tyrell ral@ Ex-
hibit A. was in a disguised hand. Mr.
Amea sald he found ev.dence of an at-
tempt at disgulse. Mr. Carvalho gaid
the same thing. Even the defendant's

own expert sald there were things that
led them to think some of the writing
was disgulsed. ‘That cr. writing'

one of the terms used. .gople be(lm
that crawly way when they atart to
disguise a hand. This man began in
June, 188 to disgulse hi® hand, 51 was
begun for some other pgrnone than the
death of Mrs. Adams. Yy the t'me the
Cornish “letters were written the dis.
gulsed hand had Improved."”

Disguise Nearly Perfeet.
*The further he writes the more dif.
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blue paper, and he divides each into two
sheets so that he distributes it among
96,000 people. Now, if it was all sold
In one day In quire lots It was sold
among 2,000 people out of 3,500,000 and we
have one man among 2,500 people who
purchased such paper. ¥

“Now, the motive, which he did not
mentlon, One man of all those had the
motive,

“Koch had Mollneux's name and ad-
dreas, He was in the letter-box busl-
ness. He gent a clrcular to Molineux. [

t care much about Koch's identi-
If his reputatlion were equal
to that of a ban.er I would not care
for his identification. The testimony of
people who after four years remember
perfectly a man who jostled against
them on the street. Is not such as to
appeal to me and I think not to you.

och's identification of Molineux as a
man whom he looked up at and saw is
not important either way. It is too
much to expect a man to have a per-
fect recollection of another's features
after a brief meeting and tne lapse of
(o“n‘rwg'earl " 1

‘here are the nine places where the
blue paper is sold? ’l‘v’r’o places n:'et in
Newark, seven others are In Greater
New York. We find that one of these
?lht'(‘s Is Blumm & Co. and that Morris
fermann & Cos had an account at
Blumm ‘f Co.'s and that Molineux was
employed by Morrls Hermann & Co,
The Interwoven crescent blue paper that
Mollneux wrote the Cornish letters on
was bought In Biumm & Co.'s. Moll-
neux used the blue paper to write for
a_‘remedy in Cornish's letter.

Roland B. Mollneux was seeking a
certaln remedy. Now the Harpster iet-
ter comes in. The man who wrote that
expected to get damaging Information
agalnst Harpster. Four people knew
Harpster had been employed by Stearn

Co. Four men knew this—Cornish,
Gallagher, Helles knew. Roland B. Mol-
Ineux knew. Now. who of these wrote
the letter of Inquiry? Who had a rea-
son for trying to Injure Harpster? We
can sift the thing down with ease and
accuracy, )

What Gallagher Said.

“Fellx Qallagher was an Intimat
friend of Molineux. On the .r;t“x,lang
sald to Mollneux: ‘Did you hear Galla-
I’r.‘.ﬂle lg'ntknong".;'l ‘A, Yes.' .

. Do you belleve Gallagher would
:,{.Anythlng against you? 'rA I do

‘Now, what dld Gallagher say? ‘I
Kknew that Mollneux di -
"5; orbg‘omlm.' d not llke Harp

n ober. 1898, Helles went to the
New York Athletic Club and wanted to
sell beef the club, Molineux sald
he would vse his lnngeuce In that di-
rection If Helles woul buy paint from
& Newark firm that Molineux was in-
terested in. Then lhavc ta'ked aver (he
Knickerbacker A,}P" Club and Mol-
Ineux told ot his dislike for Cornish and
that Harpster was the same kind of a
low-down fellow as Cornlsh. And then
%be two agreed to write to Harpster's
tgrmelih:rp)::oyfs lnn’,lid [e’: a letter {rom

ou ure i
ofogallannna & Co." i1 e gyen

Molinenx Hated Corntsh,
‘‘While there they got to talking,
the ialk g e("v,ha't wis blOO'Hﬂ
L L BT
- sh,
he belleves Gorniah and Fier r ot
to be low fellows. Then the istt ']
gncooled—-!ﬂo etter that was to’fn ura
nr&ot r, indicates a bitter hat
by o:in-nxr both these men. Mol-
ineux wanted mrof to lose is
{ine (5 bras thet sboutd 1900 whnys
do to Harpster what would ne o
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An enemy of Harpster wrote it. n
er:«cr‘ny ofBlCo;nh;h v’:'lrot; it.

‘Gov, ack, In his four-hours'
did not touch on that letter. Helles did
not write t. But one person, who
hated Cornish and who hated Harpster,
was Molineux. Molineux wrote that
letter’ and signed Cornish's name to it.

“Why didn't Gov. Black mention that
letter? Why? Because he knew that
the description of the writer fitted
Molineux."

Enemies at the Club,

“The only time Harpster and Cornish
came In constant contact was when they
were employed together at the club. They
were Intimate there, and were constant-
ly about together. They made enemies
there, and among them were Helles
and Moll}r‘mu:.d -

‘“Cornish a arpster were friends.
Molineux had a feeling of intense ma-
levolence towa{d them. Helles did not
hate so bitterly, He wrote the first
Harpster Jetter at Molineux's sugges-
on, He did not write the second.
Who wrote 1t7 Why. Roland B, Moli-
neux. There is no answer to this, and
It Is not strange that the defense digd
not touch on that letter. 4

‘“There is Molineux, the hater of Cor-
nish, the owner of the crescent paper,
the chemist, the seeker pf certaln rem-
dies. Why, the chain Is complete and
strong. Everything points with damn-
Ing oroot to ‘the gullt of Molineux as
the polsoner.

‘“One_of the first things Molineux did
after he had employed the ahle Mr.
Weeks to defend him was to send’ for
‘Helles. Why? I asked him on the stand
If he knew of any enmltg toward Harp-
ster in the club. He did not.

All Polnt to Molineux.

*“This defendant fits the whols descrip-
tion of the man wvho commisted this
crime, The Tiffany incident, the er,
the letter hox) the cogaparison of the
various letters, the poi%on, the hatred.

Again that Barnet Snags &

‘“Roland B, Molineux and Barnet pald
attention to the same woman.
I object,” said Gov. Black, leaping to

his feat.
"Osuoctlon sustained,’” said the Court.
“I mean to refer to the Barnet case
only in so fdr as it was bcu&t out
in the testimony,’” went on Mn orne,
“You may do that, of course, but you.
know the EHarnet matter s nﬂod out,”
conlinued the judge.
t Mr't to I thez: letters, and u'.ln-’
o refer to Barne 4
.fv:ho is yow his |

lations with the woman
wif -

e,
“I also Intend to show,” Mr, |
sald very Iimpressively, "that m:
after Barnet's!

ma:;nge'd this woman

eath."

‘“You have aiready shown that,” .‘lﬁ:-

tice bert d, sustaining Mr,
|

Black's contention. ‘‘The Court of

sln thu mtlgldn t!u:t yo‘u mu.-tmnot u;
ude to any hat is prejudiclal
the defendant. l'slmply wish to 'Ilrn!

on''

Mr. Osborne then went on, .
“Elght days after Barnet's death
Molineux bought her a ring—a Mizpah
ring—and In elghteen days after he:
married her, this same woman, uhowlndz
that all the time he had Barnet in mind.
He must have had him in mind when he
wrote this letter 0 Mrs. Scheflier, an
estimable and respectable lady.

£ 'M¥ dear Sadle: T am to be married
next Tuesday. Think of that. 8o you
will excuse me from taking tea with
you next Sundady will you not? It
is all so very sudies, quite = romance,

fact. We go to the Waldorf-Astoria.
to llve until our new home is ready.
Our announcement cards wi'l be sent
from there.’

‘“So we find that in June, 1898, after
he had been rejected by the same lady
in December, 1897, the defendant writing
of his sudden merriage—'quite a ro-
mance in fact."

“Didn't he have Barnet in mind?_ Of
course he dld. He wrote letters in Bar-
net's name and he wrote letters in Cor-
nish'a name, because he had them both
in mind.

Burns Letter’s Similarity. .

“It is not denied by the defense that
the man who wrote the Barnet letters
wrote the Burns letter. He not only
puts the Burns letter written on Cornish
paper in a Barret letter, but he_ used
the identica’ language. Why, Gov. Blatk
could not twice quote the words of this
letter the samc way. A man of fine in-
tellect, who once governed New York
&tate, could not remember these few
words, then how much more significant
hat the words of these letters written
or remedies were exactly simllar!

‘“There Is a ‘ittle wi‘ness that does
.not falter or fall, that Burns letter, All
the difference that the defense's expert
could find between the Burns and 'the
Barnet letters was that one was written
b-ﬁk'ud and e ‘forward."” 5

r. Osborne Nere whowed the letters
tu the jurors, one by ane, and
them# It was not strange that Moli-
neux dfopped Into the same language in
writing both letters.

‘‘Coincidence after colnecidence follows,
One of you jurors write a letter and an-
other write one e:gposed to be allke, ..
and not in & hundred years will you use’,
the same language. I'ry It, and. you
will see how Important Is the evidence
on this folnt—how much ft means when
three letters are shown to you, and 41!
are In the same hand and the sam=
words. 0 1

Hundreds of Other Marks,

“There are & hundred other marks
of identity In the Barnet letters that
point to Molineux. I want to talk to
you now about other things. In the
matter of handwriting experts, no one
has dlrapproved what we haye demon-
strated. In poison cases.a mdn doesn’t
write the same. Ycu have got to take
off the mask and eet the [dentity of the
poisoner. Have him take off the brown
overcoat, We must Jook beyond all this
plot of secrecy. :

“Now, {f two experts come ‘n here and
one savs. ‘There 18 a deor,’ and the other
says, “There 14 no door.’ I ask yvou then
to zo tarough the door yourself,

“1 want you to take these exhibits and
look over the photographs in your secret
room. I am willlng that you should do
it, hat it takes the congent of the other
wide (o let ymu examine these photo-
g, You will find, then, that Moll-
neux wrote the Harpster lefter. that
Mollheux wrote the Barnet and Co '%h
letters, and that "Molineux wrote the ad-
Aress on the poison psclutqe.

‘*When Mollneux was rg.gﬁ:ted bry his

is wife, he
k and Hved among his

wife--the lady who s now
shemicals in the factory, a recluse, as it

-

went to Newar
were,

Points All One Way.

. “One thing the law says, ls that every
bit of circumstantial evidence ‘must
point in the same direction. Take this
evidence see how ‘It points In one
direction. hat makes the man hut
the mind. Find the mind. Find the
mind In this case. Over In Newark the
bottle-holder points to Molineux., In
the factory, the man silting in the
laboratory is Molineux. Cyanide of mer-
cury would ‘\wo ocourred to a chemist,
Go to Tiffany, where Mollneux had an
account, and that little clrcumastance
pointa to olineux, The handwritin
nts to Mollneux. Out in Cincinnal
ere fire fetters of a man selling certain |
remedies; and Molineux was, seekin,
such & remedy. The blue paper wit
the mﬂ ?olnt to. Molineux. Sin-
‘\llltl z that you cannot overlook as
'&m pleces of circumstantial

evidence, /

MAN-HUNTING HOUND DEAD.
‘BUFFOLK.- Va., Nov. 11.—Bloodhound .
John, one of Hurrlcane Brapch's man-
trallers, died to-night at the Glen Jean,
| mines.  Brauch ordered
by wire an appropriate burlal and jeft
to attend it. He tm:lu tm‘hound was
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